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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, filed 4/6/2006, with respect claims 24-25 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the last rejection has been withdrawn in 
favor of a new non-final office action. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Veditz 
et al. (US 6496793). 

4. Regarding claims 1 and 15, Veditz et al. disclose a method and a computer 
program product of translating strings included in management definition data, said 
method comprising: locating one or more display strings within a management definition 
data file (co/. 16, lines 26-45, request to open a file stored in the database or referring to 
step 301 in figure 3A); copying each of the display strings from the management 
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definition data file (data object 201 in figure 2 is retrieved from a database and stored 
temporarily in a memory for processing by the system 200); determining an identifier for 
each of the display strings (col. 16, lines 49-67 or step 303 in figure 3A and/or col. 18, 
lines 10-67)] writing the identifiers and the corresponding display strings to a translation 
template (col. 18, lines 10-67, automatically translating the data file into a format which 
is compatible with that currently employed by the system and setting the system 
language driver to one which is compatible with that of data file); and writing the 
identifier to the management definition data file (col. 17, lines 6-67 or referring to figure 
3 A, elements 312 and 314, setting local LDID in the file to active LDID). 

5. Regarding claim 8, Veditz et al. disclose an information handling system 
comprising: one or more processors (element 101 in figure 1A)\ a memory accessible 
by the processors (element 107, 102, and 109 in figure 1A)\ a nonvolatile storage area 
accessible by the processors (element 107 or ROM); and a translation tool for 
translating strings from a management definition file stored on the nonvolatile storage 
device, the translation tool including: search logic for locating one or more display 
strings within the management definition file (col. 16, lines 26-45, request to open a file 
stored in the database or referring to step 301 in figure 3A)\ transfer logic for copying 
each of the display strings from the management definition file (data object 201 in figure 
2 is retrieved from a database and stored temporarily in a memory for processing by the 
system 200); identifier generation logic for determining an identifier for each of the 
display strings (col. 16, lines 49-67 or step 303 in figure 3A and/or col. 18, lines 10-67); 
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output logic for writing the identifiers and the corresponding display strings to a 
translation template (col. 18, lines 10-67, automatically translating the data file into a 
format which is compatible with that currently employed by the system and setting the 
system language driver to one which is compatible with that of data file); and output 
logic for writing the identifier to the management definition data file (col. 17, lines 6-67 or 
referring to figure 3A, elements 312 and 314, setting local LDID in the file to active 
LDID). 

6. Regarding claims 2, 9, and 1 6, Veditz et al. further disclose translating the 
display strings written to the translation template to one or more national languages (col. 
18, lines 10-67); and generating runtime files, the runtime files including the translated 
display strings (col. 18, lines 10-67). 

7. Regarding claims 3, 10, and 17, Veditz et al. further disclose selecting a 
language from the one or more national languages (col. 18, lines 10-67); invoking at 
least one of the runtime files (col. 18, lines 10-67); and displaying the translated display 
strings corresponding to the selected language in response to the invoking (col. 18, 
lines 10-67). 

8. Regarding claims 4, 1 1 , and 18, Veditz et al. further disclose reading a plug-in 
code file (code pages col. 8, line 5 to col. 9, line 67, can be stored in a floppy disk 
accessible by the system), wherein the plug-in code file is adapted to interface with a 
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management console (code pages col. 8, line 5 to col. 9, line 67 and referring to figure 
2A); creating a resource bundle in response to determining that the management 
console supports resource bundles (col. 19, line 65 to col. 20, line 23 or referring to 
element 290 in figure 58); and writing the translated display strings for each national 
language to one of the runtime files (col. 18, lines 10-67). 

9. Regarding claims 5, 12, and 19, Veditz et al. further disclose reading a plug-in 
code file (000*6 pages col. 8, line 5 to col. 9, line 67, can be stored in a floppy disk 
accessible by the system), wherein the plug-in code file is adapted to interface with a 
management console (code pages col. 8, line 5 to col. 9, line 67 and referring to figure 
2A); creating a plurality of runtime files, each of the runtime files corresponding to one of 
the national languages (col. 18, lines 10-67); and writing the translated display strings 
for each national language to one of the runtime files (col. 18, lines 10-67). 

10. Regarding claims 6-7, 13-14, and 20-21, Veditz et al. further disclose that the 
management definition data file includes a common information model managed object 
format file (data object 201 in figure 2A), and wherein at least one of the display strings 
is selected from the group consisting of a qualifier value, a display panel object, an 
element name, a menu item name, and a tree node name (col. 6, lines 11-50). 



1 1 . Regarding claims 22-23, referring to rejections of claims 1 -3 above. 
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1 2. Regarding claim 24, referring to rejections of claims 8-9 above. 



1 3. Regarding claim 25, referring to rejections of claims 1 5-1 6 above. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huyen X. Vo whose telephone number is 571-272-7631 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571-272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

HXV 4/18/2006 



273-8300. 




